Firstly, from an initial random sample of 96 twelfth grade students in two schools, 49 dropped out before the study even started and 3 more were simply added to make the n size 50. As extravert students are more likely to volunteer to participate in research than introverts (Cowles & David, 1987) , and as Rossier lost more than half of his initial sample before he started, the resulting sample was not only greatly smaller than originally intended, it also can no longer be described as random. Secondly, the assessment of oral fluency (and the three other criteria: pronunciation, grammar, and vocabulary) was merely estimated by 3 "experienced" teachers from tape recordings (which were used because "It proved to be impossible to bring the judges and the students together for the interview purpose" [Rossier, 1976, p. 68]). The difficulties of defining "fluency" and divorcing it from factors such as pronunciation were tackled in the following way: "The investigator briefed the judges to ensure uniformity of criteria for the judging of each of the components" (p. 69).
Thirdly, the Eysenck Personality Inventory scale which was used had not at that time been factorially validated in Spanish, much less in the 8 countries from which subjects were drawn (Eysenck not only states that it is "imperative that all items be tested for appropriateness before inclusion in any foreign scoring key," she also describes the dangers of "spurious results" if this is not done [Eysenck, 1983, p. 381]) What of the results? Preliminary correlations showed there was "no significant correlation between the total oral language production of ex-ESL students in their final semester in high school and their ratings on the Extraversion-Introversion Scale of the Eysenck Personality Inventory" (Rossier, 1975, p. 74 
